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^11 participants (applicant, applicant's representative, PTO personnel): 



e)n No. 



(2)MURTAUGH.JOHN (4) 

Date of Interview: 15 January 2004 . 

Type: aM Telephonic b)^ Video Conference 

c)n Personal [copy given to: 1)D applicant 2)0 applicant's representative] 

Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: d)n Yes 
If Yes, brief description: ., 

Claim(s) discussed: ALL . 

Identification of prior art discussed: . 

Agreement with respect to the claims f)n was reached. 

Substance of In' 

(A fuller description, if necessary, and a 
allowable, if available, must be attached, 
allowable is available, a summary therec 

^LtIrv™ S= '^TJoiL'l^''':^ ™ ™^ "^^"^ MUST INCLUDE THE SUBSTANCE OF THE 

^.w^^Yl^™- ^^^'^ If 3 reply to the last Office action has already been filed APPLICANT IS 

GIVEN ONE MONTH FROM THIS INTERVIEW DATE, OR THE MAILING DATE OF THIS INTERVIEW 
FORM, WICHEVER IS LATER, TO FILE A STATEMENT OF THE SUBSTANCE OF THE INTERV^E^ lee ^ 
Summary of Record of Interview requirements on reverse side or on attached sheet. 



Continuation Sheet (PTOL-41 3) 



Application No. 10/069,263 



Continuation of Substance of interview inciuding description of the generai nature of wtiat was agreed to if an 
agreennent was reached, or any other comments: The Examiner discussed the amendments after final and did not 
agree to allowable subject matter because the declaration did not show the materials: Ti02, CaC03, and Zn02 are not 
interchangeable with alumina. The Applicant stated he would file an RCE with the IDS, amendments to enter and 
declaration, but will send another declaration due to the time constraints with the showings as detailed in the advisory 
action and per the conversation. Claims 4 and 9 were discussed as not claiming the same subject matter by the 
Examiner, but the Applicant explained they are dependent off different claims and therefore do not have the same 
subject matter. The Examiner agreed. The Applicant proposed filing an extension and thereby requested the 
Examiner to hold off on a rejecUon for atleast a week to give him time to draft a more detailed declaration. The 
Examiner agreed.. 
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